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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Dramngs 

1 . The drawings are objected to because Figures 4 and 5 are not properly labeled. 
The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because 
they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the description: Figure 
5, 501, 506 and 51 1 and Figure 11a, 907 and 908. The objection to the drawings will not 
be held in abeyance. 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) because 
reference characters 50, 52 and 54 have been used to designate different parts in Figure 2 
and Figure 13. Corrected drawing sheets are required in reply to the Office action to 
avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any 
portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 22 recites the limitation "said selecting at least one summary frame" in 
Line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

8. Claims 21, 23-24, 30, 32 and 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,732,369 to Schein et al. 

Regarding Claim 21, Schein discloses a video viewing system comprising 
means for selecting a programming channel containing a video program in 
progress (See Figure 16 A) and a display screen for viewing a video program in 
progress (See Figure 1, 32). Schein also discloses windows (See Figure 16 A, 526 
and 528) for displaying the current program and a preview window, which may 
include a short preview of a show that is currently being highlighted (Col. 22, 
Lines 50-56). The preview reads on the claimed at least one summary frame also 
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displayed on the display screen along with the video program in progress at a 
same time when the programming channel is selected (show is highlighted in the 
EPG matrix). As is well known in the art, a preview contains a selection of frames 
highlighting various scenes throughout the program. This reads on the claimed 
summary frame comprising a past frame from the video program in progress; It is 
inherent that the EPG grid would display a listing for the channel currently being 
watched in order for the user to locate and tune to the channel. Therefore, it would 
be possible for the user to be simultaneously tuned to the charmel and have it 
highlighted in the EPG grid in order to receive the program preview in the second 
window. 

Regarding Claim 23, Schein discloses a system as stated above in Claim 
21, wherein the summary is a short preview of a show as stated above. This reads 
on the claimed plurality of summary frames each corresponding to a past frame 
from the video program in progress. 

Regarding Claim 24, Schein discloses a system as stated above in Claim 
21, wherein the summary is a short preview of a show as stated above. As is well 
known in the art, a preview contains a selection of frames highlighting various 
scenes throughout the program. This reads on the claimed at least one preview 
frame comprising a fiiture frame from the video program in progress. 

Regarding Claim 30, Schein discloses a method for informing a viewer of 
the content of a video program in progress comprising display a short preview of 
a show that is selected by a user (Col. 22, Lines 50-56). It is inherent that the 
preview must be created prior to being made available for viewing by the user. 
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This reads on the claimed selecting a pluraUty of summary frames depicting 
selected events from a video program. The summary frames are embedded in a 
window of the video program (See Figure 16A, 528). The video program 
comprising the summary frames is transmitted over a media (Col. 6, Lines 44-55). 
The video program and summary frames are displayed on a screen at the same 
time when a viewer selects the video program as stated above in Claim 21 . 

Regarding Claim 32, Schein discloses a method as stated above in Claim 
30. Schein further discloses viewing the currently tuned channel in one window 
and the preview of the selected channel in a separate window. It is well known in 
the art that television programming may contain advertisements, which would 
subsequently be shown in the display window (526). Schein makes no mention of 
changes in the programming affecting the playback of the program preview in the 
separate window. Therefore, this reads on the claimed continuing to display the 
summary frames (528) when the video program is preempted by an advertisement 
or other interruption. 

Regarding Claim 34, Schein discloses a method as stated above in Claim 
30, wherein the step of displaying the video program comprising the summary 
frames on a screen comprises placing the video program and said summary 
frames in designated windows on the screen (See Figure 16a). 

Regarding Claim 35, Schein discloses a method as stated above in Claim 
30, wherein the user is operable to view a preview based on the channel 
highlighted in the EPG grid (Col. 22, Lines 50-56). This reads on the claimed 
video program and the video program in progress are on different channels. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 22, 25-29 and 3 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schein et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,815,145 to Matthews, III. 

Regarding Claim 22, as best understood by the Examiner, Schein discloses 
a system as stated above in Claim 21. What is not disclosed, however, is that the 
selection of at least one summary frame displays a video segment on the viewing 
screen corresponding to the summary frame. Matthews discloses a system for 
providing a plurality of summary frames (See Figure 4) wherein at least one of the 
tiles includes a multi-frame video segment (Col. 4, Lines 49-55) that is accessed 
when a viewer focuses on a tile (Col 5, Lines 16-45). This reads on the claimed 
selection of at least one summary frame displaying a video segment 
corresponding to the summary frame. Matthews is evidence that one of ordinary 
skill in the art would appreciate the benefits of displaying a still frame and 
allowing a user to select it in order to receive a video preview. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the system of Schein with the still frame linked to a video 
preview of Matthews in order to save bandwidth by only transmitting video for 
the still frames a user expresses interest in. 
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Regarding Claim 25, Schein in view of Matthews disclose a user 
interactive video viewing system comprising a display screen for viewing a video 
program, at least one summary frame displayed on the display screen at a same 
time with a video program, the summary frame comprising one of a past or future 
frame of the program as stated above in Claims 21 and 22. Matthews fiirther 
discloses a control means (See Figure 3) for allowing a user to change the video 
program (Col. 4, Lines 35-43) and for allowing the user to select at least one 
summary frame to play at least a segment of the video program corresponding to 
the summary frame (Col. 4, Lines 49-55 and Col. 5, Lines 16-46). 

Regarding Claim 26, Schein in view of Matthews disclose a system as 
stated above in Claim 25. Schein fiirther discloses that the system comprises a 
television system (Col. 5, Line 61). 

Regarding Claim 27, Schein in view of Matthews disclose a system as 
stated above in Claim 26. Schein discloses viewing the currently tuned channel in 
one window and the preview of the selected charmel in a separate window. It is 
well known in the art that television progranmiing may contain advertisements, 
which would subsequently be shown in the display window (526). Schein makes 
no mention of changes in the programming affecting the playback of the program 
preview in the separate window. Therefore, this reads on the claimed continuing 
to display the summary frames (528) when the video program is preempted by an 
advertisement or other interruption. 

Regarding Claim 28, Schein in view of Matthews disclose a system as 
stated above in Claim 26. Schein fiirther discloses an exit area that allows a 
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viewer to exit back to the television (Col. 22, Lines 48-50). This reads on the 
claimed user being able to delete the summary frames from the display screen. 

Regarding Claim 29, Schein in view of Matthews disclose a system as 
stated above in Claim 25. Schein further discloses a client system (Col. 5, Lines 
29-34) coupled to a remote server (Col. 5, Lines 3-8). 

Regarding Claim 31, Schein discloses a method as stated above in Claim 
30. Schein also discloses exiting the EPG to return to television view as stated 
above in Claim 28. This reads on the claimed resuming the video program when 
the video segment has finished. What is not disclosed, however, is displaying a 
video segment corresponding to a particular summary frame when the summary 
frame is selected by a viewer. Matthews discloses a system for providing a 
plurality of summary frames (See Figure 4) wherein at least one of the tiles 
includes a multi-frame video segment (Col. 4, Lines 49-55) that is accessed when 
a viewer focuses on a tile (Col. 5, Lines 16-45). This reads on the claimed 
selection of at least one summary frame displaying a video segment 
corresponding to the summary frame. Matthews is evidence that one of ordinary 
skill in the art would appreciate the benefits of displaying a still frame and 
allowing a user to select it in order to receive a video preview. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Schein with the still frame linked to a video 
preview of Matthews in order to save bandwidth by only transmitting video for 
the still frames a user expresses interest in. 
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1 1 . Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schein et 

al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,926,230 to Niijima et al. 

Regarding Claim 33, Schein discloses a method as stated above in Claim 
30. What is not disclosed, however, is the step of writing selected frames from 
the selecting step in a row direction of a table and reading the selected frames 
from the table in a column direction to interleave the summary frames displayed 
on the screen. Niijima discloses an EPG where the user is operable to select a 
program from a preview of summary screens (Col. 22, Lines 25-49). Summary 
frames are stored in a row and column format (See Figure 19 and Col. 19, Lines 
49-57) and the user is operable to scroll in the display (Col. 21, Lines 23-44), 
including in a column direction (up or down). This reads on the claimed writing 
selected frames from the selecting step in a row direction of a table and reading 
the selected frames from the table in a column direction to interleave the summary 
frames displayed on the screen. Niijima is evidence that ordinary workers in the 
art would appreciate the ability to scroll amongst a pluraUty of summary frames. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the method of Schein with the scrolling of 
Niijima in order to allow the user to visually choose a channel to watch based on a 
plurality of scrollable preview frames. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew R Demicco whose telephone number is (703) 
305-8155. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 9am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (703) 305-4755. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

mrd 

August 23, 2004 
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